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Counseling Should Not Be the Elephant in the Room
BY BRITTANY BISNOTT

Staff Writer

It is undeniable that law school
is difficult, time consuming, and
stressful. From Orientation 1L
year to the day 3Ls walk across the
stage for graduation, students are
pushed to differentiate themselves
in an atmosphere full of smart
individuals. However, within the
culture of The George Washington
University Law School, students
are forced to keep their emotions in
check and do whatever they need to
in order to stay ahead of the curve.
Whether
referring
to
counseling for myself or people
I know, I am writing this article
to help convey the message to
students that counseling is NOT
a bad thing! Everyone has issues
to deal with and no one should
feel ashamed about getting help.
Students should know that
help is available to them no
matter what is at issue. We've
trained ourselves to think that
staying up all night reading or

studying is the norm, which can
have detrimental effects on our
emotional and mental stability.

Professor
Todd
Peterson
published an article in the Yale
Journal of Health Policy, Law,
and Ethics addressing the fact
that "anxiety and depression
are
typically
higher
among
law students than the general
population . . . [and] anxiety and
depression were not limited to
first-year students, as symptom
measures were as high or
higher for third-year students."
It is statistics like this that
have lead the SBA to unanimously
support trying to get office space
for the Law School's designated
psychologist, Dr. Seda SumerRichards. Unfortunately, due to
some logistical problems, the
Dean's office cannot currently
supply her with an office.
However, she is available in
the Students Affairs office for
students to meet and speak with.
Not only is Dr. Sumer-Richards
available, the GW Counseling
Center is also available either to
visit in person or call twenty-four

hours a day. Additionally, students
who cannot afford the prices of the
GW Counseling Center ($50 per
individual session on a sliding scale
and $10 per group session) can go
to the D.C. Bar Lawyer's Assistance
Program (LAP) where D.C. law
students can receive twelve free
counseling sessions. LAP offers
help with alcoholism, drug abuse,
stress, and emotional problems.
Recently, GW has launched,
in conjunction with the SBA, the
Wellness Wednesday programming
lead by SBA Senate member Nick
Nikic. Every Wednesday, students
can do Mindful Meditation or
enjoy the activities put on in
the Moot Court room for a few
hours. While many students
are supportive of this initiative,
others write it off as unnecessary.
Lawyers inevitably have problems,
and as such, these programs are
pointless—or so the logic goes.
However, this mindset seems to
be perpetuating a vicious cycle.
Students are told from 1L
Orientation to be careful because
lawyers disproportionately suffer
from depression and alcoholism.
But instead of trying to prevent
this, I have heard students openly
embrace this. Whether it is by
encouraging others to drink
while saying "We are going to be
lawyers, you know," or by ignoring
mental health issues such as
stress, anxiety, or depression
because it is "normal," many
students don't see that substance
abuse and depression can harm
them. This can lead to what I see
as the elephant in the room at law
school—emotional distress, selfmedication, and substance abuse.
As someone who has worked
really hard to stay mentally
stable and mentally happy, and
who has helped a number of
friends deal with life issues
bigger than law school and stop
self-medicating, I have seen the
benefits of dealing with issues.
On the one hand, I hope that
those with problems will feel like
it is more acceptable to get help
and treatment, but on the other
hand, for those of you watching
friends venture down the wrong
path, know that you have options.

Dr. Sumer-Richards suggests
that anyone worrying about a
friend should make sure that
they get help for themselves,
because worrying about others
can take its own emotional toll.

caring about this issue. If you are
wondering about specific results
of counseling, I fo r one am happier
after overcoming an unbelievably
stressful and depressing year. And
my friend has cut her substance

All students should know that
there are resources available like
the Office of Student Affairs where
individuals or groups can speak to
any Dean, including Dean DeVigne,
who is an amazing listener and
helper who genuinely cares for
students, and voice their concerns
in a confidential environment.
Finally, educate yourself about
the resources on and off campus,
something Dr. Sumer-Richards
has taken it as her personal
challenge
to
help
students.
If you've been reading up
until this point, thank you for

abuse by, in her estimate, ninetyfive percent. She admits that she
was using substances as a way
not to deal with stressors and
after participating in sessions
though LAP, she is thankful she
made the call.
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MTV's "Skins" Falls Short of British Original
BY HEALTHER BENTON

Staff Writer

On January 12, 2011, the
Parents
Television
Council
(PTC) issued their most urgent
alert ever to parents. The PTC's
statement claimed that MTV's
new show "Skins" is the "most
dangerous program that has ever
been foisted on your children."
The
PTC cited
excessive
marketing to high school students
as well as graphic drug use and sex
scenes as their reasons for listing
"Skins" as the most dangerous
program ever. The PTC later
requested a federal investigation
into the showfor child pornography
and urged all of MTV's advertisers
to withdraw. But is that really the
problem with MTV's latest show?
United
States
television
producers have been converting
British shows for
American
television viewers for years.
From "Man about the House,
which
became
"Three's
Company" to "The Office" and
"Being
Human,"
Americans
love their British adaptations.
Unfortunately,
MTV
was
already fighting a losing battle
when it decided to bring "Skins"
to American television. While not
nearly as popular as "Dr. Who"
on BBC America, "Skins" had
developed a cult-like following
among
American
viewers
for its gritty and uninhibited
look at British teenage life.
In anticipation of the American
version, online comments ran
the gamut from "MTV is going to
ruin Skins" to "can't believe the
US is going to do an adaptation,
this is gonna suck". Needless

to say, MTV did not disappoint.
The first episode was a loosely
veiled carbon copy of the original

pilot. Gone was the spark and
charisma of the original. In its
place was excessive non-expletive
expletives, hanging knives, and
storylines that made no sense.
But does "Skins" really elevate
to the level of child pornography?
Child pornography is defined
as "any visual depiction of
a minor engaged in sexually
explicit conduct" or "a picture
of a naked child may constitute
illegal child pornography if it is
sufficiently sexually suggestive."
The PTC cited an upcoming
episode of "Skins" where Chris
walks down the street naked from
the back as an example of MTV's
violation of child pornography
laws. While the specific episode
cited by the PTC as reason for their
request for the investigation into
"Skins" doesn't appear to meet the
requirements of child pornography,
MTV issued press releases stating
that they directed the writers to
tone down the show. However, one
has to question whether the ads
released by MTV do cross the line
into sexually suggestive content.
The British version of "Skins"
was not marketed so explicitly.
It's no wonder why MTV chose to
market the show in this way: Sex
sells. And as much as it disgruntles
this author to agree, the PTC has
a point. The ads cross the line.
MTV is using underage actors in
sexually suggestive marketing
techniques to sell a show.
I, however, do not believe
the content is explicit: the show
itself features lots of snogging
and suggestive language, but
MTV's version is significantly

toned down and much less gritty
than the original. It is ultimately
no more different than any other

teen show on the air today.
The advertisements are really
the problem. MTV seems to be
glorifying all that is wrong with
teenagers today. Almost every
ad that I have seen for "Skins"
has featured underage drinking
and has bordered on sexually
explicit. And that seems to be
what has created the outrage.
But alas, despite all that is
wrong with "Skins" and as much
as I wanted to hate the show,
and did hate the pilot, I can
say that it has potential. I am a
huge fan of the British version
so I had serious doubts about
the show being converted for
American viewers. The writers
on the show succeed when they
aren't attempting to make carbon
copies of the original plots.
The pilot failed so badly
because the writers copied almost
word for word the pilot of "Skins"
that originally aired in the UK. It
didn't make sense. The need for
good writing aside, the writers
need to make the characters
whole and relatable. One 2L said,
"I didn't know anybody like that in
high school." Strangely enough, I
did. Or rather, I knew people who
were similar to the characters.
But, that is what made the
original "Skins" so enigmatic. It
was the subtleties of the characters
that you could see your friends
in them. The UK's Cassie, whose
whimsical personality disguised
a haunting battle with an eating
disorder and suicidal ideations
is nothing like knife-obsessed
Cadie, Cassie's U.S. counterpart,
who is just plain confusing.

Tony, who was manipulative
and yet understandably likable on
the original, comes across as a cad

and entirely unlikable in the U.S.
version. Overall, the pilot was a
miserable outing for a first episode
of "Skins". Thea, who was featured
in the second episode, was much
better, but primarily because Sofia
Black-D'Elia is just that good.
The future of "Skins" seems
uncertain, but since MTV is
no stranger to controversy it
is not likely the show will be
cancelled anytime soon. PTC is
wrong in one way. "Skins" is not
encouraging kids to lie to their
parents, have sex, and do drugs.
From
Prohibition to 60s
counterculture, they have been
doing that for years on their own.
So before blaming television for
all of our problems, you should
consider that one-third of teens
become pregnant before age
twenty. Nine percent of teens
have attempted suicide at least
once. The numbers of teens who
experiment with drugs and alcohol
are even more staggering. This
should be seen as an opportunity
for
discussion
rather
than
avoidance. "Skins" stars are hoping
that the series will do just that.
As for "Skins," I'll stick with
the original. You can check out
the original "Skins" episodes
online on Youtube or Netflix.
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Wanted: Employment
BY HUNTER ANDERSON

Staff Writer

Around this time every year,
law students begin to shift more of
their attention, and consequently
more of their stress and worries,
from the details of the classroom
to the prospects of the job market.
Whether it is a large firm, a public
interest group, or a government
position, all of us came to school
to get a career practicing law. But
actually securing post-graduation
employment or being offered a
summer internship seems to be
more difficult than simply casting
a wide net and hoping for the
best. Fortunately, GW Law School
students can take advantage of
a variety of tools, offices, and
counselors that can help you
land that elusive dream position.
First, take time to visit the
Career
Development
Office
on campus. The CDO website
advertises the ability to meet
individually with a counselor
who can assist you in "all aspects
of the career development and
job search process." Specific
counselors at the CDO specialize
in "public interest, diversity
outreach,

intellectual

government,

map out their priorities and
interests and receive customized
advice. In addition to counseling,
the CDO also provides students and
alumni with services like the Career
Resource Library, job postings,
public interest initiatives, panels,
and programs throughout the year
aimed at students with specific

GOT A

property,

professional

development, international law
careers, and judicial clerkships."

A quick appointment is well
worth the hour of your time. Each
session allows students to further

interests in different practice
areas. For example, although
the Public Sector Recruiting

Program has already passed,
the CDO encourages students to

a golden star on their resumes.
At last count, over ninety-two
percent
of
graduates
found
themselves employed nine months
after graduation. GW's strong
reputation isn't limited to the
Mid-Atlantic region—there are
practicing GW Law alumni in all
fifty states and all over the world.
Students looking for summer
jobs
or
more
permanent
employment should take advantage
of the school's alumni database to
contact graduates practicing in the
area of law or area of the country
where you would like to work.
Sending quick emails to inquire as
to how these graduates achieved
what they have can always open
up doors. Networking can seem
like an endless drag, but it might
be your best chance to establish
meaningful
relationships
with
people
that
matter.
While
recession-inspired
nerves would have you think
otherwise,
common
sense,
perseverance,
and
history
would tell us that every GW Law
student has the means to secure
great
summer
employment.
Just remember, an efficient and
worthwhile job search requires
students to look beyond their
can eas\\y dec\pher your Vrwe backyard and \be\r comfort-Tones.

continue searching Symplicity for
available summer positions and
to prepare for the Small/Medium
Employer Recruiting Program
that will take place in late March.
To schedule an appointment with
a counselor, simply call the CDO
Office Manager at 202-994-7340.
Second,
after
visiting
a
counselor and defining your
interests and options, get your
hands dirty. While common
intuition might tell you to
apply to as many jobs in as
many cities as you can, Carla J.
Develder of the ABA's "Student
Lawyer"
magazine
suggests
that students limit their search.
"Many law students, eager
to enter the profession and gain
meaningful experience, cast too
wide ofa geographic net, declaring,
T will work anywhere,'" Develder
said. Instead, it might be better
to choose "a locale or two based
on your career goals, personal
interests, or family connections.
Decide what areas of law you're
most interested in pursuing and
focus your attention on positions
available in those areas. Applying
to as many places as possible
might seem like the safer bet,
but remember that employers

passions and interests. Nobody
wants a half-hearted employee."

Picture from wonderdiparts.com

Third, realize that GW Law is
well-recognized and respected.
This means that graduates and
current-attendees already have
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America Should End Support for Mubarak
BY MATTHEW BOVA

Staff Writer

Throughout the last week, the
Egyptian people have expressed clear
opposition to the American-backed
dictator Hosni Mubarak. Hundreds of
thousands have taken to the streets;
"the people want an end to the regime"
has become their slogan. The Egyptian
people are demanding a host of reforms:
free elections, an end to torture, the
termination of repressive secret
police practices, and the right to freely
participate in the political process.
The United States' response has
been equivocal. On one hand, the
Obama Administration has requested
that
the
Egyptian
government
implement reforms. On the other hand,
the United States has not sided with
the Egyptian people's clear call for an
end to Mubarak's regime. The autocrat
is a longstanding American ally in
the region, receiving about 1.5 billion
dollars in aid, a large portion of which
is used to bolster his internal security

apparatus. The United States appears to
be hanging on, hoping that Mubarak will
implement reforms but stay in power.
Unfortunately, our policy in Egypt
demonstrates that freedom and
democracy are not foreign policy goals
per se—instead democracy is only
worth pursuing if our government
perceives it to suit our interests. Indeed,
the M iddle Eastis riddled with repressive
rulers that are backed by American
economic and diplomatic support
(the Saudi Arabian and Jordanian
monarchy are but two examples).
The United States, however, should
always support a people's right to freely
participate in their political process, or
as President Obama recently stated,
"determine their own destiny." Indeed,
one would think that opposition to
dictatorships would be beyond debate
in a nation that emerged in opposition
to a repressive monarchy; claims
to be the world's leading force for

democratic progress; and waged two
wars over the last ten years in order to
establish democratic political systems.
The Obama Administration has
argued that the best course is to work
with Mubarak and influence him to
bring about reform. The people of
Egypt, however, have rejected this
approach. They are not calling for their
dictatorship to implement reform—
the reform that they seek is an end to
dictatorship. This is an obtfious and
sensible position. Dictators do not
implement reforms that limit their own
power. And after almost thirty years of
martial law under a dictator who rigs
elections, the Egyptian people are not
fooled by Mubarak's promises ofreform.
Current U.S. policy also ignores
that whether it is next week, next year,
or next decade, Mubarak (or his son
Gamal, whom he is grooming to take
over) will inevitably be ousted. When
it comes to dictators, it's not a question

of whether they'll fail, it's a question of
when. Thus, the United States has two
options. Continue to support Mubarak
and guarantee that the current,
popular opposition movement—the
movement that will eventually take
power—will despise us for supporting
their oppressor. Or, we can end aid
to a dictator and throw our support
behind the Egyptian people's right to
develop a new political system. This
is not only consistent with our official
foreign policy of supporting human
rights, it will also help us gain an ally
in those that eventually take power.
Unfortunately, throughout the
last sixty years, the United States
has supported dozens of brutal
dictators and monarchs (Augusto
Pinochet in Chile, the Shah in Iran, the
House of Saud, etc.). Recent events
in Egypt provide an opportunity to
reverse this policy. We should seize it.

Should Legal Research and Writing be Graded?
BY ALEX GIANNATTASIO

Staff Writer

Until
recently, The
George
Washington University Law School

argument against a graded LRW is
the wide margin for discrepancies

an untested endeavor at GW, a nd the
department isbound to need some time

premise of this argument—that you
get out of any class what you put into

administered its Legai Research and

among

to work out the kinks. Some students

it. Still, this is not to say that failing

Writing (LRW) class on a pass/fail
basis. In the fall of2008, however, LRW
was switched to a curved, letter grade
system. Since then, GW Law students
have questioned the school's decision.
Some strongly disapprove of the new
system; others are less bothered by the
idea; and quite a few simply have no
comment on the matter. It's an issue I
have been turning over in my mind for
several weeks, soliciting the opinions
of my peers, and I'm glad to have the
opportunity to discuss it here. Before
1 do, 1 should note that as I wr ite, LRW
grades for the first 1L semester [my
first semester) are due to be posted
at any minute—a surprise many of
my peers and I only learned about
from the Student Affairs Office today.
As such, I realize that many of us may
have strong feelings on the matter by
the time this article reaches print, and I
encourage you to express these feelings
in the article's comment section on
the Nota Bene's website. For my part,
1 will abstain from viewing my grade
until this article has been submitted.
That said, should LRW be
graded or pass/fail? Certainly the
preponderance of students I asked
seemed to prefer the latter. And not
without reason: many students felt
that the added stress of an LRW grade
on top of a thirteen credit workload
made for a particularly overwhelming
learning experience. Call it the Last
Straw argument: with the prospect of
a poor grade, students are pressured
to spend more time on research and
writing assignments, which in turn
detracts from reading time. As a result,
students are more liable to fall behind
in one or more theory classes. The long
and short of it is more stress for all.
But
perhaps
the strongest

TWEN there are forty-four separate may frown at the thought of acting as
LRW classes, each administered by a the school's guinea pigs for a year while
different professor and dean's fellow. the new system settles in. But even so,
With so many people teaching this the fact that the endeavor is untested
class, a lot can ride on who the teacher by no means indicates that it is bound
is. This is the Unfairness argument: to fail. More optimistic students see the
unlike theory classes, in which a newness of the current program as a
single professor grades every student, challenge to excel and succeed. These
several individuals grade LRW classes. brave souls argue in favor of the grade.
There are a number of good
Consider the following: There
are at least three ways in which any arguments in favor of grading LRW.
given LRW professor or dean's fellow The best is that it is, in fact, fairer to
differs from another: in grading style, grade the class than to not. Every
in teaching style, and in commitment student has strengths and weaknesses.
to the program. The most obvious of Some are excellent readers, and retain
these is the first. The inescapable fact is information with ease. Others are
that every professor grades differently. meticulous and conscientious noteTo be fair, t he LRW d epartment must takers, and have full and precise
confirm every grade, as a protection outlines by the end of e very semester.
against major discrepancies. But this And still others are particularly
measure, while necessary, does nothing confident speakers, and excel under
to rectify disparities in teaching style the Socratic regime. But still others
and commitment. For better or worse, are strongest as writers. Considering
these two factors are likely to play a big that every other first-year
course
role in whether a student succeeds in bases its grade on a single final exam
undertaken
under
learning the material. Lucky students performance,
constraints, it makes
will be matched with professors serious time
who teach to their preferred style of good sense to reward students who
learning, while other students may do better in their writing classes, at
end up with a professor who fails to least a little. In this way, LRW can have
maximize their understanding, or even a balancing effect on the class curve.
detracts from it. Similarly, with so many Just think: the kid who did better than
different professors, each engaged in you in LRW m ay have done worse in
a host of other diverse commitments, Contracts, or Torts, or some other class.
There are other advantages to the
some professors will inevitably make
more of an effort than others. In the new system: grading the class gives
end, students are left with a crapshoot students additional motivation to
as to how good their professor is. dedicate time and energy to the class.
Perhaps the department should make Since the practical skills learned in
an attempt, if it doesn't already, to place LRW are arguably among the most
incoming students with professors important a law student learns, this
who match their style of learning. extra incentive will encourage many
Which brings us to the final students to get more out of a class
argument against LRW grades: the than they would have otherwise. Most
Untested argument Grading LRW is people would agree with the basic

to internalize the necessary skill of
legal writing won't be punishment
enough. Is the additional punishment
of a low grade really necessary?
One final argument in favor of
grading LRW: most law schools don't
grade their first year legal writing
classes. Schools found in the top tier,
on the other hand, disproportionally
do. The George Washington University
Law School intends to be the best
school—and the best ranked school—it
can be. Grading the course adds a level
of prestige to the school's name, and
the students' degrees. It suggests to an
employer that this school cares about
practical skills, indicating that students
from this school will enter the work
environment as capable writers. That
can onlybegoodforastudent, regardless
of what grade he or she receives.
The question of whether LRW
should be graded has by no means been
settled. The Student Bar Association
(SBA) has committed to monitoring
the LRW question by working with the
department to address the concerns
of students. The department itself
seems, at the very least, to go to great
lengths to address student concerns,
reviewing grades, organizing and
advising professors and dean's fellows,
setting the class at only two credits,
and awarding As to the top thirtythree percent of the class. This, of
course, is the only basis upon which
a successful program can be built.
It remains to be seen whether that
hoped-for success will be forthcoming.

ctasses. By
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count
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«

Alex welcomes comments, critiques and
ideas at
agoammattasop@law.gwu.edu.
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Upholding the Law: Photography The Sound of Silence: Where Has
Rights are Routinely Ignored
It Gone?
BY KATHERINE MEREAND

BY DAVID KEIT HLY

Opinions Editor

Staff Wroter

"Excuse
me,
ma'am,
no
photos. This is a federal building."
Security guards, as a rule
I
think,
instinctually
distrust
cameras and photographers. And
so they regularly shoo or threaten
photographers and videographers
away from their beat. Sometimes
if they are law enforcement, they
make arrests. Many back down when
a photographer knows or at least
acts like she knows her rights; many
do not. Guards at federal buildings,
specifically, have a history of being
less impressed with pretty speeches
than the average rent-a-cop. The
heightened concern of "terrorism" has
only bolstered a general willingness
to stop photographers, demand
identification, request or force
memory cards to be wiped, insist
on reviewing the photos, or even
confiscate equipment and property.
But, as we all may ache a little
about civil liberties seemingly
disappearing left and right over
the last decade, a small victory on
the photo front happened recently.
To celebrate, the New York
Times' photography blog. Lens,
published a stunningly beautiful
image on January 27, 2011. A clip of
the Federal Protective Service (FPS)
Information Bulletin from August 2,
2010, slightly redacted, graced the
site. The FPS is under the Department
of Homeland Security (DHS), and
in this bulletin they made clear "the
public's right to photograph the
exterior of federal facilities" from
"publicly accessible spaces such as
streets, sidewalks, parks and plazas."
Even more exciting, it is now
DHS policy that that in public
spaces, "Officers should not seize
the camera or its contents, and
must be cautious not to give such
'orders' to a photographer to
erase the contents of a camera."
This victory restores rights that
never should have been endangered.
It is perfectly legal to take photographs
in non-military public space, including
the exterior of public buildings. The
laws and the courts uphold this. And
yet, ask any intrepid photographer
or videographer and they can likely
tell you a story, or two or twelve,
of improper harassment at the
hands of security guards and police.
And so, when FPS arrested and
seized the memory card of Antonio
Musumeci on November 9, 2009,
as he videotaped a demonstrator in
front of the Daniel Patrick Moynihan
United States Courthouse in New
York City, the New York Civil Liberties
Union (N.Y.C.L.U.) was ready to step
in on Mr. Musumeci's behalf. They
slapped DHS with a lawsuit. The
videographer had been stopped
in front of this particular federal
courthouse two other times, once
receiving a ticket for his trouble.
DHS did not have legal ground to
stand on and so settled the case on

October 6, 2010, though the recent
instruction to their personnel in
response to the case was written in
August and only surfaced publicly
this January. The court-ordered
settlement was careful to retain
federal officers' right to question
photographers and ask for the
"voluntary provision of information".
Still, DHS was required to return Mr.
Musumeci's property, provide money
for damages and legal fees, and
write this policy for their personnel.
Serious
photographers,
professionals, and hobbyists alike,
are already starting to carry this
three-page DHS directive with them
along with an assortment of other
documentation about their rights
that are now required equipment
for any reasonable camera bag,
including
the well-loved onepage "The Photographer's Right"
written by Oregon attorney Bert
Krages, and copies of the First and
Fourth Amendments. It is often a
politician's game to carry a pocket
Bill of Rights, and yet photographers
have learned that they often must
argue their rights on the spot with
direct access to the written text.
It may also serve as a talisman to
strengthen the nerves of everyday
people preparing to stare down
authority figures whose dictates they
would be able to abide if the demands
were anything other than abusive.
Photographers armed with their
rights are now everywhere and in
every community. As smartphones
make
cameras
ever
more
omnipresent, more people catch the
photobug. There is an active group in
the D.C. area of those who have more
than once been harassed, including
nineteen year-old Jerome Vorus. Mr.
Vorus has been tackled by police,
but continues to press his rights
(and ultimately win] in such unlikely
places as the TSA security check
point at National Airport. Luckily the
group has found a willing advocate
in D.C. Congressional Delegate
Eleanor Holmes Norton who often
steps in when private companies
or public-private partnerships have
allowed harassment to persist after
initial, reported incidents. Local
photographers have been harassed
all over town, but high profile,
repeated incidents have taken place
over the past decade at -Union Station,
downtown Silver Spring, Amtrak
Stations, and most notably, on Metro.
Metro has dramatically improved
their staff knowledge that, per
WMATA policy, photos are allowed
anywhere in the Metro system
other than Pentagon Station—
there the military actively prohibits
photos—but it is sadly still not
uncommon to hear,_ "Excuse me,
ma'am, no photos. Metro policy does
not allow photography on Metro."

Henry David Thoreau was movies and music, take pictures,
talking about me all those years and even access a network that
ago on Walden Pond when he would allow you to communicate
said: "Hardly a man takes a half- with every computer in the world.
hour's nap after dinner, but when Surely they'd be impressed with
he wakes he holds up his head . our technological prowess, but
and asks, 'What's the news?' [...] would they envy our lifestyle?
I have over 600 friends on
After a night's sleep the news is as
indispensable as the breakfast." Facebook, but I can't remember
Every morning I wake up, roll the last time I made eye contact
out of bed, and check my email. with someone on the metro. 1 don't
Before my eyes adjust to the light know when I w ould have the time.
of morning I have to know I d idn't Between the emails, the podcasts,
newspapers,
magazines,
miss anything while I was asleep. the
While 1 am getting ready to leave books, music, movies, and TV I
I check Facebook, ESPN, CNN, don't have time for eye contact.
1 am so concerned with
the weather, the stock market,
and the entertainment news. I being constantly connected that
honestly cannot remember
listen to a podcast on my iPod I
during my four-minute walk to the last time I sat in silence and
the bus stop where I pick up a thought. I've conditioned myself
newspaper to read on the bus. to become uncomfortable with
When I get to class I can't go downtime. Whether I am in line at
five minutes without checking the supermarket, or stopped at a
something online. Every random stoplight, I find myself reflexively
thought that skips into my head pulling out my phone to see
demands immediate attention— what's going on in the world.
I remember when I was a kid
who was that actress in Superman
III? Are grades out yet? Charlie we had a computer that was good
Sheen did what!? At lunch 1 read for nothing but WordPerfect and
on my Nook or watcVi TV on my

a Russian version of Tetris. My

laptop. Later on in the study room
I try to shut my laptop to focus
on the text, but I can't last five
minutes without opening it up to
check Facebook or to make sure
I didn't miss an important email.
The rest of my day looks similar.
Between my phone, laptop, iPod,
TV, and Nook, from the time I w ake
up until my head hits the pillow
at night, I would be hard-pressed
to string together five waking
minutes when I am not reading,
watching, or listening to something.
We live in an amazing age.
Never before in the history of man
have knowledge and information
been so immediately accessible.
Never before has mankind had the
ability to instantaneously speak
to anyone, anywhere in the world,
at any time. Society has reaped
the benefits of this newfound
interconnectivity. We are able to
share discoveries and knowledge
in real time; to bring the best
minds together to tackle mankind's
most perplexing problems; and
to keep in touch with friends and
family members even though we
may be thousands of miles apart.
Without a doubt technology has
enriched our lives in countless
ways. But has all this technological
advancement made us any happier?
I have no doubt that we are more
entertained and better connected,
but still I w onder: Are we happier?
I wi sh 1 could travel back in time
with an iPhone. Imagine what our
parents would have thought thirty
years ago if we told them that one
day everyone would carry a portable
phone in their pocket—and that
these phones would be able to play

parents thought Nintendo was the
devil's tool and even went so far as
to lock up the TV during the week.
Nowadays a child living in that kind
of environment would have a pretty
strong case for child abuse, but back
then it was normal. So what did we
do? We went outside. We played
catch. We built forts and tree houses.
We made friends. We rode bikes.
We got in trouble. We were happy.
I am grateful for technology, and
1 love so many of the things it's done
for the world. But nothing in life is
free, and in exchange for all of this
advancement it seems that we are
slowly giving up our humanity. While
we are learning to be responsible
and productive citizens of the World
Wide Web, we are forgetting how
to be real people in the real world.
Over 150 years ago, Henry David
Thoreau went to live in a cabin he
built in the woods near Concord,
Massachusetts. He lived there for
two years and wrote about his
experience. When explaining why
he chose to live on his own in the
woods he said: "I went to the woods
because I wished to live deliberately,
to front only the essential facts
of life, and see if I could not learn
what it had to teach, and not, when
I came to die, discover that I had
not lived." While technology has
the power to enrich our lives, it
also has the power to control our
lives if we let it. So please, for your
own sake, take the earbuds out,
turn off the TV, close the laptop,
put down the paper, and live.

February 3, 2011

Nota Bene

Page 6

OPINIONS
How Nations

(and
Behave
theUSIT C)
BY MONA PINCHIS

Staff Writer

On January 27, 2011, Professor
Charnovitz invited Vice Chairman
Irving A. W illiamson to speak to his
Advanced International Trade Law
class about the structure and role of
the United States International Trade
Commission (USITC). On November
9, 2010, Commissioner Williamson
was designated by President Barack
Obama as Vice Chairman of the USITC
for the term that will expire on June
16, 2012. Deanna Tanner Okun is
serving as the current Chairman of
the USITC. The talk came at a great
time for future trade lawyers, as
it helped to explain a recent U.S.
China
safeguard
investigation,
and how to land that first job.
U.S. safeguard laws offer to
temporarily protect adversely affected
U.S. industries from the dislocating
effects of rapid increases in imports.
Relief is allowed when imports of a
particular product cause or threaten to
cause injury to U.S. producers ofsimilar
or directly competitive products. The
USITC makes the determination of
injury. The President has the ultimate
discretion to implement the USITC's
recommendation in full, in modified
form, or not at all. As provided in
§§ 421-423 of the Trade Act of 1974,

Chinese tires as a result of the USITC's
affirmative determination that tires
from China were being imported in
such increased quantities as to cause
market disruption to U.S. domestic
tire
producers. Vice Chairman
Williamson did not focus on his own
personal assessment of the case, but
instead discussed the importance of
the USITC's ro le in striking a balance
between all of the facts available.
After finding market disruption
in this case, the USITC moved to the
remedy phase, where it proposed
that the President impose additional
duties on subject tires from China for
a three-year period. President Obama
announced his decision to impose
additional duties (at lower percentage
levels than the USITC's p roposal), and
the measure took effect on September
26, 2009. After this determination,
China ffiok the dispute to the WTO,
and claimed that the U.S. measure was
not consistent with China's Protocol of
Accession (an agreement governing its
accession to the WTO). On December
13, 2010, the WTO Panel found that
the USITC did not fail to properly
evaluate the issues, and rejected most
of China's claims. Still unconfirmed,
it is likely that China will announce

a
special
safeguard
procedure
that World Trade Organization
(WTO) members may apply with
respect to imports from
China.
To place U.S. sa feguards law and
practice in context for the class, Vice
Chairman Williamson referenced
a recent decision by President
Obama to provide safeguard relief on

The dispute is an interesting one
because one of the critical issues
relates to causation: how do you
deal with situations where events
such as increased imports, changes in
consumer demands, and outsourcing
all happen simultaneously? When is
a change in production purely related
to a change in business strategy, and
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as well as initiatives with respect

Partnership for Economic Growth and
Opportunity in Africa initiative and
represented the USTR in negotiations
with Congress on the African Growth
and Opportunity Act legislation.
Prior to his work with the USTR, he
managed trade policy for the Port
Authority of New York and New Jersey.
Vice Chairman Williamson began his
career by serving the U.S. Department
of State, where he worked for eighteen
years as a Foreign Service Officer. Oh,
and Vice Chairman Williamson holds
a Juris Doctorate from The George
Washington University Law School.
At the end of the speech, he took
questions from the class and at the end
voiced his own views on the ag
e-old law
school question: how do I fin d a job?
His advice was to just get out there and
work towards following your passion.
Study hard. Even without the question
being asked of him, just looking at his
biography shows how much work
is available in the area, whether
through the Foreign Service, the Port
Authority, consulting, or advising for
the USTR. Did he know one day he
would be Vice Chairman of the USITC?
When he first began his lecture, he
commented that the school seemed so
different than when he last sat in on a

to trade w\tV\ Africa and tVie Middle

class. As I listened to him discuss his

not because of increased imports
from another foreign producer? How
would a court determine whether
the underlying cause of the increased
imports is irrelevant, or not? Perhaps
even most interesting, is that the
decision was in response to a United
Steelworkers Union complaint. The
union documents a tripling of Chinese
tire imports from 2004-2008, which
it said threatened thousands of jobs
at U.S. tire factories. The complaint
was not supported by the U.S.
tire producers, and many U.S. tire
producers make tires in China. It's
also an interesting case because of
China's accession to the WTO, and
how countries must address these
transitional
accession
periods—
to note, Russia is in long-term
negotiations to accede to the WTO.
Vice Chairman Williamson has
more than forty years of experience
in the international and trade policy
fields. As President of the Williamson
International
Trade
Strategies,
Inc., a New York-based consulting
firm, he advised agencies to fund
international development projects.
He has also advised on WTO accession,
compliance, and participation issues,

East. Vice Chairman William also USITC team, it became obvious to me
served as Deputy General Counsel how important a sense of community
in the Office of the U.S. Trade was towards resolving these complex
Representative (USTR) in the 1990s, disputes. As a student, I co uldn't help
where he worked on foreign trade but be excited about the future that
barriers and implementing legislation is out there—though even if i t's a bit
for the WTO and the NAFTA. Vice undefined right at this very moment!
Chairman Williamson played a role
in develonine President Bill Clinton's

A Radical Proposition: Laws that Make Sense
BY JON SHAFER

Staff Writer

Einstein defined insanity as therepetition painfully simple. If a law cannot be written
of the same action with the expectation of a in simple terms on a single eight-and-adifferent result If this observation is accurate, half-by-eleven sheet of pa per, then it should
535 lunatics run this country. For too long not be a law. A law written on more than
Congress has passed repugnantly authored one sheet of paper is 1) overly detailed; 2)
legislation. Bills are overcomplicated, riddled will not be read by members of Cong ress;
with inefficiencies, stuffed with pork, and 3) will not be read by any American citizen;
most importantly, never eve n read by most 4) not transparent (i.e., allows for hidden
members of Congre ss o r citizens. And yet, provisions such as loopholes, subsidies, and
one-thousand page laws are regarded as unjustifiable deductions); 5) easy to hide
business as usual. It is my opinion, however, pork within or other logrolling proposals;
that continued adherence to a failed strategy and 6) neither clear nor comprehensible.
does not justify that strategy's existence—
If the U.S. Constitution can establish
even if it has become a tradition over time. the entire framework of the government
But, alas! A ray of hope for sensible, on four double-sided sheets of paper,
clear, and concise legislation from an unlikely including half a page of signatures, one
source: President Obam a. As someone who single law should not be so comprehensiv e
believes Obama has done more harm t han as to require more detail than is needed
good, mostly for continuing the Bush trend of to lay forth the entire government.
fiscal unsustainability, I giv e him enorm ous
To illustrate this point let us attempt a
credit for the tax reforms he and Secretary simplified tax cod e. The numbers are rough
of the Treasury Tim Geith ner have recently but in the realm of what most economists
discussed in interviews. The issue to be deem necessary to sustain an approximately
tackled: a multi-thousand page tax code gone balanced budget at current expenditures.
wild. The solution: simplify the law and level
H.R. 1: Reformed U.S. Tax Code
the playing field." Both sound good to me.
I. Corporations will be taxed thirty
In the spirit of this sensible approach to percent of net earnings; including both
simplified legisla tion, 1 propose the "Eight- domestic and international earnings.
and-a-Half-by-Eleven Pa rty." The platform is
2. United States citizens who earn

more than $250,000 per year will pay
a twenty-five percent income tax on
any amount earned above that figure.
3. Both corporations and individuals
must pay taxes in full by cert ified chec k or
money order once annually by a specified
date. Late payments will incur a penalty
of five percent per month until paid.
4.
Capital
gains
(taxes
on
stock, options, etc.) is always the
same effective rate as income tax.
There
are
no
deductions,
loop holes, credits, or other relics
of
a
ludicrous
system.
Period.
Fair? Ye p, equal taxation. Just? Seems
to be. The poor pay an effe ctive tax rate of
zero. Co ncise? I'd say so. Compre hensible?
Unless you're illiterate. Efficient? Absolutely.
There is no government creation of fictitious
demand or supply (that is what a subsidy
does, thus creating a market inefficiency) and
the ultra rich and corporations have no back
door methods of evasion. A nice little bonus
is that you can get rid of most of the Internal
Revenue Service except for the bean counters
(addition and subtraction experts) and
enforcement divisio n (make an example of
the first few attempts tosidestep the system).
Is it any surprise that the quality and clarity

of the drafting strengthens the outcome?
Why is this not the standard
operating procedure? The answer is
simple: corporations, namely those
who effectively rule this purported
democracy through guerilla lobbying,
do not actually want a level playing field.
Theydonotwantefficientmarkets.They
do not want transparent legislation.
They prefer the "me-first," unAmerican system of lobbying their way
to success on the backs of hard working
income taxpayers. This trend needs to
end today. End the crony capitalism
and let's see if these companies can
actually remain profitable without the
crutch of the American middle class
taxpayer. Obama and the Democrats
say they believe in a free market; this
is their chance to make me a believer.
Republicans say they are the defenders
of the capitalist system; let's see if they
have the courage to tell Exxon Mobile
they prefer clear and fair legislation
over
campaign
contributions.
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The SuperborvI!v Dark Side
As usual, we'll start with a He has since won two NBA titles and
recap. Wes Welker put his foot in one MVP award. Mrs. Bryant now
his mouth. Mark Sanchez and Ben wears a dwarf planet on her finger,
Roethlisberger are a combined 14-5
Michael Vick ran an illegal
in the playoffs. Dimitar Berbatov dogfighting ring out of the Bad Newz
has nineteen goals through January. Kennel in his Virgina home. In 2007,
January! Now we've had an entire he pleaded guilty. In a statement
week without a competitive football through his lawyer, he apologized
game. I can't be bothered to think and accepted responsibility for his
about baseball with Pujols'deadline mistakes. He then served twenty-one
looming. I've taken to enjoying months in federal prison and the last
the Netflix irony of Wesley Snipes two months of his sentence in home
always playing a law enforcement confinement. He went bankrupt. He
officer (take seven seconds and hastwodaughters(agefourandtwo).
enjoy Snipes'gambling advice from He missed one's first words. This
"Passenger57"http://www.youtube. season he is likely to finish second
com/watch?v=FTDeOPFr9e4). in the MVP voting to Tom Brady.
So
like
everyone
else,
I'll
Last spring, Roethlisberger faced
write a Super Bowl column, his third sexual assault accusation,
But first, an update from a He and two off-duty Pennsylvania
previous column: Joey Votto signed a police officers who Roethlisberger
three year $38 million deal with the had hired as body guards went out
Cincinnati Reds to avoid arbitration, in the college town of Milledgeville,
To remind my faithful readers, I Georgia. They met twenty-year old
suggested a four-year $44 million women and became inebriated,
deal with a club option for reasons Roethlisberger was alone with the
laid out here http://www.notabene. alleged victim in a dingy bathroom,
gwsba.com/story/630-carlos- The alleged victim tried to report
gonzalez-park-friendly-numbers the incident to a third on-duty
(what a shameless plug). What? officer who shrugged her off as a
You didn't read the second column, "drunk bitch." Both off-duty body
Well, as Kanye would say, "If you fall guards deny ever having seen the

the entire Steelers fan base. I am
disappointed that I have reached
this point and will not put myself
in this situation again." That's
not good enough. Why? He never
apologized to any of the women,
Let's start with Vick. The obvious
point is that he served time. He was
sentenced for time longer than
his plea agreement. He missed a
significant portion of his daughters'
childhoods. He lost all his money. He
paid a debt to society. It may not be
the debt that some individuals would
have him pay, but it's the debt that the
legislators have deemed acceptable,
Perhaps
that's
good
enough,
For me, his debt is paid, which
brings me to my next point. Vick
hurt dogs. I don't care what you do to
a dog, any harm committed against
a woman (or a man for that matter)
is much worse. So now we go to
Bryant. Beyond his public apology
to the young woman, there was the
civil settlement. It is believed that
sixty percent of sexual assaults go
unreported.
http://www.rainn.
org/statistics. Fewer than that are
prosecuted, fewer still convicted,
Many victims refuse to go through
the emotional stress of a trial. So

on the concrete, that your asphalt."

alleged victim despite photographic

Bryant's

Now, if Votto refused to sign for
anything less $12.5 million a year,
then I like the three year deal. I'm
sure the Reds' General Manager
Walt Jockety floated a number of
ideas, including a big option year,
Frankly, I think the Red Sox's Carl
Crawford seven-year $142 million
deal drove the Votto price up. Is this
all part of Boston's plan to out-price
St. Louis from re-signing Pujols,
and then turning him into a (gasp)
DH? I can't believe I wrote that,
Ok, let's move to Super Bowl
XLV. T his is not a warm Super Bowl
column. We'll look at a darker side
of the biggest day in American
sports, and we'll look at Ben
Roethlisberger. I'll give you my take
on Roethlisberger's role in today's
sports culture by comparing him to
other publicly scorned athletes. Then
we'll look at the reality of human
trafficking and Super Bowl host cities,
First, let's examine the facts
surrounding the controversies of
Kobe Bryant, Michael Vick, and
Roethlisberger. Bryantwasscheduled
to have surgery in the summer of
2003. He turned the procedure into
a reason for a vacation, but then had
sex with a nineteen-year old hotel
worker in Eagle County, Colorado,
She accused him of rape. His and
another man's semen were found in
the alleged victim's undergarments.
He was arrested and charged with
sexual assault until the charges
were dropped because the alleged
victim refused to testify. A civil
suit followed, with an undisclosed
settlement, and a public apology to
the alleged victim. Bryant admitted
to his marital indiscretion. Bryant
never admitted to any criminal acts,

evidence. A subsequent rape kit was
"inconclusive." The police failed to
mark the bathroom as a crime scene
and the next day it was cleaned with
bleach. No charges were filed because
the district attorney did not believe
that he could prove guilt beyond
a reasonable doubt and because
the victim wanted to withdraw her
charges citing the negative media
intrusion into her life. The NFL
suspended Roethlisberger for four
games. He is now engaged and will
start for the Steelers this Sunday,
Those are the facts, now
comes the feature. Let me first
say what I will not do. I will not
examine the racial element of the
disproportionate public outcry, the
NFL/NBA internal action, or the
criminal system in general. I k now it
may be offensive to discuss the way
that the nation perceives these men
without mentioning their pigments,
but I don't think I can write
something on that issue that has not
already been said. I k now I'm going
crazy with links today, but if you're
interested, Dr. Boyce Watkins often
says interesting things about sports
and race (http://www.bvblackspin.
com/2009/08/02/kobe-bryantben - roeth 1 isberger-race/).
So now I'll start with the
conclusion.
The
nation
(and
Pittsburgh too) cannot forgive
Roethlisberger until he apologizes,
Ok, it's about to get complicated,
but let's see if I can remain cogent.
Vick apologized to everyone for his
actions. Likewise, Bryant apologized
to his wife and his alleged victim,
as well as all of his supporters.
Roethlisberger said this: "I am sorry
to let down my teammates and

settlement,

stage. If Vick can speak out against
animal cruelty, Mr. Rooney should
speak out against the sexual violence
synonymous with the Super Bowl,
The Super Bowl is perhaps the
single biggest man-made disaster
in the United States. It is estimated
that 15,000 women and children
will be trafficked to greater the
Dallas area for the "ambiance"
of a football game. http://www.
examiner.com/city-buzz-in-dallas/
dallas-cowboy-fights-super-bowlhuman-trafficking. We shouldn't
stop the Super Bowl. We should
continue to hold cultural events,
sport-centric, political, or otherwise
that bring large amounts of people
and disposable income together.
It's fun, and often important. But
we should make sure its safe,
Many men will want easy sex on
their weekend of revelry in Dallas.
There is an unfortunately high
demand for prostitutes. Perhaps we
can read into the fact that football
is the most "manly" of sports and
that when this sport holds its annual
celebration it systemically exploits
women. Perhaps we can read into
the fact that in the highest profile
game, the starting QB is notorious

regardless

for exploiting women. He has bought

of guilt, is... something. It's an
admission that something happened,
that it wasn't all alright. I don't know
what happened in that Colorado
hotel room, and I don't know what
kind of compensation the alleged
victim received, but I can guess,
"Kobe Ice" is in our vernacular. A
debt was paid. Maybe not to society,
but a debt to the alleged victim,
Roethlisberger apologized to
the Steelers, their fans, and his own
family. Again, I don't know what
happened in the Georgia bathroom,
But something happened, it wasn't
alright, and he missed four games,
What "debt" is that? There is no civil
settlement that I have heard of or
found in the works. There is no public
apology forthcoming. He's moved on.
It's often said that Ametjca is
a forgiving nation, that this is a
country of second chances. I b elieve
that, but I be lieve that we need time.
And I believe that we need some
kind of an offering. Vick spent three
years out of the national spotlight, a
year on the bench, and time speaking
for the Humane Society. Bryant,
partly because his team performed
poorly, was also out of the spotlight
until the Beijing Olympics and
the Pau Gasol coup. He has also
started a number of philanthropic
funds dedicated to teenagers.
Ben Roethlisberger apologized to
the Steelers this spring. That's it.
This Sunday I w on't root for the
Steelers. I know that it is unlikely
Roethlisberger, or Dan Rooney (the
Steelers owner and U.S. Ambassador
to Ireland), will ever read this. But
I think the perfect moment for
Roethlisberger to have his moment
of contrition is now, on the biggest

underage girls shots of hard liquor
and then exposed himself to them.
I don't want to read into those
things. I don't want to because it's
hard. It's always hard to think about
men coercing women and children
to fulfill their sexual cravings. I
don't want to read too much into it
because it's not entirely fair. It's not
entirely fair to blame the NFL for
the problem of teen runaways and
sexual predators. Those problems
exist outside of football. The problem
is that the NFL and its commissioner,
Roger Goodell, have been poignantly
silent about the problem of human
trafficking
at
its
celebratory
weekend, and so have the Steelers. I
applaud the Texas Attorney General
and others who have been outspoken
about
preventative
measures,
to keep this from happening
in Dallas (particularly former
Cowboys All-Pro DT, Jay Ratliff).
Now I have long respected Mr.
Rooney, and there are many reasons
to justify keeping Roethlisberger on
your team after his many mishaps
(which is admittedly another
column). Mr. Rooney is, I think, a
good man. He is also bigger than the
Steelers. He's a political figure who
owns a football team, which makes
him the perfect person to break the
NFL silence about human trafficking
at the Super Bowl. He can speak at
media week and explain that the
NFL did not invent this problem, but
that the NFL co uld and should help
solve it. I don't want to read into
the NFL's silence, but I know that
Roger Goodell will not step out from
behind "the shield" without a push,
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Being Friends with Benefits Has No Benefits
(Except the Obvious)

Hollywood Legal

It's a tale as old as time (you're
welcome for getting Beauty and
the Beast stuck in your head). Girl
meets boy, or boy meets boy, or girl
meets girl, eyes lock across the hard
lounge, and a friendship develops.
We know we spent our last
column discussing how to get from
the friend zone into the end zone,
and we still stand by all of our advice.
However, there's a reason we didn't
call it "How to Get from the Friend
Zone to the Fifty Yard Line." We
didn't want to see you sidelined
for unsportsmanlike conduct right
before kicking the game-winning
field goal. If you're not really getting
the sports analogy, it's because we
didn't want to give you advice on how
to be a loser. This week's column
discusses the "it-seems-Iike-theperfect-solution," relationship—the
benefriend. (That's your friend with
benefits for those not in the know.)
Disclaimer: for purposes of this
column we will use boy and girl
from here on out in our benefriend
discussion. Just to be clear, we
love all sorts of relationships
and
configurations,
and
this
advice is equally applicable to all.
It starts easily enough.
Boy

people do not have sex with people
they don't find attractive. We don't
mean just physically either. Obviously,
you and benefriend have that
'spark,' that 'chemistry,' that je ne
sais quoi. So you tell yourself, these
feelings, they're purely physical. He's
got great eyes. She's got a great body.
You know, the feelings are just raw
sexual energy. So why not expend
that energy? The benefriend is the
perfect solution. Except most of us,
yes, even Danielle and Lauren, cannot
continue to have sex with someone
whose personality we do not
like. You s tarted out as just friends
for a reason—you get along, you have
fun together, you can be yourself. But
when you throw sex into the mix,
everything changes. Remember how
you used to say, "love you, bye" when
you left the bar to go home with Mr.
or Ms. "That Night." Well, no more 1
love yous (and yes, we did just make
an 80s song reference). Sex changes
the relationship. You w on't ever use
the "L" word casually around them
again (i.e. "you know you love me"
when you do something stupid). You
liked this person as a human being,
before you liked them as a hot piece
of tail. And what happens when

This is what I like most about
Jaime Pressly—she spells her
first name the same way that I do.
While not a huge fan of "My Name
is Earl" (why does everyone think
that Jason Lee is so funny?), I feel
that my sister in unique spelling
understands the hardship I e ndured
as a child in never being able to find
a pencil set or souvenir keychain
with
an
accurate
monogram.
I could do a whole series on
Jaime's legal woes during the past
month. First, there was a DUI, t hen
some tax trouble, and, most recently,
a divorce. However, I'm going to take
this opportunity to apply some of my
mad skills as a CPA t o my celebrity
stalking. Per the reputable sources
that I use for this column, Ms. Pressly
owes over $600,000 in unpaid
federal and state taxes. On September
8, 2010, the IRS filed a $281,699
lien against Pressly with the Los
Angeles County Recorder of Deeds
and then a second lien of $260,370
on December 6. Prior to that, in
June, the state of California filed a
lien of $95,080 against the starlet.
Eeek—a tax lien! That sounds
pretty bad. Wait a minute. What
is that, exactly?
And how did

and girl meet and there's an instant

you

things

attraction.

AND

Boy

and

girl

become

friends, they go out to dinner together,
they study in the library, they confide
in one another. One night, somehow,
maybe after bar review, boy and girl
kiss—or do more. The next morning,
they wake up, roll over, and see boy
or girl next to them. The inevitable
thoughts begin: That was fun. This
is easy. We can keep this casual.
And that, ladies and gentlemen,
is how a benefriend is born. Usually,
there's a discussion of the rules. NO
FEELINGS is always number 1. This is
strictly about the physical chemistry
or attraction you say. No feelings and
definitely no jealousy. Boy does what
he wants, girl does what she wants,
and if they want to feel the warmth
of another body next to them (and
have struck out at the bar), well boy
or girl can just call up benefriend. It's
the perfect situation. All th e physical
satisfaction you crave, without the
drama of law-school dating. There
aren't messy tears, there's no money
spent on dinner and presents, and
there's no definitely no fighting.
But there is a complication. There
is always a complication. We are
going on the record now and
saying that benefriends never work
out. Let us repeat, being friends
with benefits WILL ALWAYS FAIL.
Now yes, benefriends can work out
in the sense that you end up actually
dating each other and entering a
monogamous relationship or they
can work if you just accidentally
hook up one time, but the solely
physical,
repetitive,
benefriend
relationship will never end well. No
matter what, your friendship will
never be the same. And this is why.
1. Feelings. Generally speaking,

like

someone's

personality

escalate

to

this

level?

Feelings.

A h, th e I nt e rna l Rev en u e Service:

They are inevitable. And by no
means is it always the girl who has
them. But someone will develop an
attachment to the other person that
cannot fairly be characterized as "just
friends". We all may hate science
(well except you IP weirdos) but its
been scientifically proven, having sex
with another person releases all sorts
of hormones and chemicals. We are
evolutionarily hard-wired to develop
an attachment to those we mate
with. You ca n't fight biology, people.
2. Jealousy. There's no stopping
it. It's as guaranteed as the Ravens
chokingin the playoffs or lLs crushing
on their Dean's Fellows. When two
people have a physical relationship, a
primal urge develops to claim what's
yours—to mark your territory. And
since this is law school, we all go to
the same places and see the same
people. Watching your benefriend
hit on another person or leave with
that person will make you jealous. It
doesn't matter if you think that you
two are the exception. You're not.
There's really nothing else to say.
3.
Practicality.
Being
benefriends just isn't practical. Sure,
it may seem efficient because you're
not wasting time on relationship stuff,
but ultimately having a benefriend
is tiring. You will spend so much
energy trying not to get involved
and holding back the feelings that
will ultimately develop that you will
start to wonder why you decided to
ruin your friendship with sex. Not
to mention the fact that it's hard to
practice safe sex when you're not
sure who your partner is sleeping
with. While we always advocate
using protection every time, there's

Shrouded in myth, cloaked in secrecy.
It uses its mystique to strike fear in
the hearts of the populace. After all,
we whisper to one another, it was the
IRS that brought down A1 Capone.
It doesn't help that the Internal
Revenue Code, U.S.C. §§26 et seq., is
a maze of more than 9,000 sections
written in some pretty impressive
legalese. Lucky for the taxpayer, the
IRS has also issued tens of thousands
of additional regulations, revenue
rulings, revenue procedures, private
letter rulings, and technical advice
memorandums to help explain things
a bit better (not that I'm personally
complaining. After all, I'mbanking on
this complexity to keep me gainfully
employed and put my hypothetical
children through prep school).
But before you descend into
a 1040-induced panic attack, I'm
going to let you in on a little secret
—the IRS really isn't that scary.
They're not going to freeze your
assets or send in a SWAT team to

you

have

sex?

a whole host of "stuff that sticks
with you" that no amount of latex
can prevent. It's a recipe for disaster.
Further, despite your best
promises, at least one of you
will refrain from pursuing new
options. Starting a relationship is
exhausting, you have to be on your
A-game at all times, always looking
good, cracking the right joke, using
just the right amount of flirtatious
touching and banter.
Why go
through all of that when someone
you already like (because you're
Just friends), already know, already

arrest you for tax evasion should you
accidentally forget to report some
babysitting income. In fact, if the
IRS determines that you might owe a
bit more money, it will usually begin
the discussion with a polite letter
to request the additional funds.
Apparently though, Ms. Pressly
did not seek the competent legal
counsel of a George Washington
Law
School
graduate
and
instead ignored these notices.
Well, that unwise move gave the
IRS cause to invoke § 6321, which
states that if any person liable to
pay any tax neglects or refuses to
pay it after demand (that would be
the letter she received), the amount
and any interest, penalties, and other
costs that may accrue in addition
to the base amount shall be a lien
in favor of the United States upon
all property and property rights
belonging to such person.
Per
§ 6322, the lien will continue until
the tax liability assessed is satisfied.
As a brief review of property
law, a lien is a method by which a
lender can secure, restrict the use
of, or encumber property if debts
owed are not paid. A ta x lien refers
to the government's right to attach
a financial obligation to a person's
property when taxes owed are
not paid. By filing notice of a lien,
creditors are publicly notified thatthe
IRS has a claim against all property,
including property that the taxpayer
acquires after the lien is filed. This
notice is used by courts to establish
priority in certain situations, such
as bankruptcy proceedings or sales
of real estate. It may also affect the
taxpayer's credit score. So, it's kind
of a big deal. Especially if y ou own
a multimillion dollar home in the
Hollywood Hills. I assume that Jaime
is going to be pretty busy fighting
that DUI and arranging for divorce
proceedings, but April 15 will be
here before you know it. And since
she's already in enough trouble
with the IRS, m aybe this is the year
to use $29.95 of those syndication
payments and spring for Turbo Tax.

trust, is just a phone call away to
satiate your sexual needs? Figuring
out someone new is just exhausting.
We could go on and on about why
benefriends is a bad idea. But please,
for once, take our advice. Benefriends
NEVER work. So, ifyou currently have
a benefriend, end it. Now. The sooner,
the better. If you woke up on Friday
next to your benefriend, well, oops.
Laugh it off and never speak of it
again. If you don't have a benefriend,
you are perfect. Go have a drink.

